raised by both parents, and those with greater Job training in the year prior to enrollment. Supported Work had no long-term impact on educa-tion and training decisions or on drug use.  Similarly, there were minimal long-term program effects on welfare dependence for youths, and criminal activity was not reduced by the program.
Results of the benefit-cost analysis of the program indicate that from the societal viewpoint estimated costs exceeded estimated benefits by $1,465 per youth participant. While net costs were found to be quit sensitive-to the method of estimating the value of Output and project costs, none of the alternatives reversed the benefit-cost result.3
Overall, the evaluation study appears to have been very careful in its attention to conditioning factors, random assignment, and the use of appropriate statistical techniques. We are therefore confident in the stated finding of no postprogram effect for the severely dis-advantaged youths who participated in Supported Work.
Supported Work Youth Variation
Starting in July 1979 four Supported Work sites were selected to participate in a special Variation of the program, the Supported Work Youth Variation (Scharfman, 1981). The special Variation was directed toward 17- to 20-year-old high school dropouts, many of whom had a history of delinquency. Their experiences in the conventional Supporte Work program were unfavorable compared with the outcomes for other targeted groups participating in the program.  The Variation sought to incorporate features not generally provided in the regulär program, e.g., counseling, vocational education, skills assessment, and training; to extend the length of the program to 24 months; and to establish a tangible link to long-term labor market success and thereb$ improve in-program performance. Unfortunately, there was no comparisor group for this follow-up study and therefore we did not find the reported results meaningful.
30n the basis of a special verification study conducted in three sites among ex-addicts and ex-offenders in the sample, self-reported arrests were found to be underreported by 46 percent, on average, by both experimentals and controls. The study notes that the measured underreporting among those subgroups may or may not be generalizable tc the youth sample (Maynard, 1980) . Before estimating the value of reduced criminal activity, a factor of 1.7 is applied to the control-experimental arrest differential to correct for underreporting in the benef it-cost calculations. As noted in regard to the Job Corps evaluation (see Chapter 6), no underreporting factor is generally accepted in the criminal justice literature.

